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suspicious: the man without responsibilities or loyalties
is like a tree "without roots A man who seeks freedom to
administer his business entirely as he chooses, or live upon
inherited wealth all his life without adding one stroke of
work to the communal wealth, is not only a robber but a
fool. The restraint of a lask of woik loyally performed
nourishes life, materially and spmtually: it gives exeicise
Lo physical, mental, and moral powers

Most will agree thai restrictions 011 unsocial aspects of
ut liberty " were altogether desirable. A hundied and
twenty years ago employers and employed had a wider
" liberty " of this kind than today There was less restraint
on both employer and employed. A man could work for
sixteen hours a day A child could work at six years of
age. A woman could work for twelve hours underground
drawing truck-loads of coal along rough, wet, dark, and
muddy roadways with a harness round her shoulders like
a horse.

That liberty no longer exists Neither are employers at
libei ty to give, in lieu of wages, a ticket entitling an em-
ployee to goods at an employer's shop where he might be
cheated by specially high prices.

These " liberties " of 1820 made life a torment. They
were wholly pernicious. Britons were right to abolish
them. Their icandescence in any shape or form needs
resolute resistance.

We can now return, with the ground largely cleared, to
the point where we iccognized the value of the liberty to
refuse work or wages If we must not underestimate that
value, neither must we overestimate it How grave are its
limitations is better appreciated by those who depend on
wages than by those who pay them. A man may be free to
refuse wages, but such refusal means that somehow he
must live .ip.irt from wages. Broadly speaking, refusal is
impossible precisely on this account. The woikcr, apart
from a Trade Union, has no reserves or resources. He
cannot live long without a w<igc, he cannot get a dole if he
refuses work, he cannot set up for himself, and thus he is
dependent upon those who own the means of production.
He is forced to accept the wage or starve.